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The Esses

Thcrc aré some dnsgustmg occurrences tal ag -

: place on the Berkeley campus these days—

‘cunences which -could hardly serve to créace o

{ the:“community” called for by our Chancellor.

t And 1his time, no one can blame the students.
i

i \hking student files available to federal se-

curity agencies is-a dishonorable policy, yet it |

- hasbeen practiced for some time by the campus
. admissions office and the registrar’s office. Ap-
f parently nothing is sacred at the University of ,

; California, partu_ularly tnc ‘confidence-and pri- -

. vacy of its students.”

tive - buck-passing can-detract: from the fadt -
i that groups such as the FBI and_the CIA enjoy.
, dmly access to personnl records without student
\ permission. Even the excuse that the records

| offer security clearance for )obs does not justify -
¢ the proccdure- 1f these agencies want a security

STt

L
!
i
f

rﬂg ‘& .

. b

No amount of*rationalization or admxmstra-

STAT

Universt {cy

~check let them ask the student in:question. to; .

- arrange to send the nccessary records. - 1

. Registrar Clinton Gilliam, defending the®

‘right of security people to nose through Uni- |
- versity files, has said “We.trust them.” We as-}

" sume he s referrmg to those who willingly hand”

-over the private information; he certainly can’t: }
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* include the students in his statement, bec'mse‘: .

. -G
" they have no voice'in t}ns so-called trust re-.}

lationship. . q
And speaking of trust, what 'are we to think;

- of the administration’s hand in all this student’ :

" back-stabbing? : Executive Vice- Chancellor

Chext has said that his office was not aware of - )
__the_“open door” policy.-for- security: mvestnga-«
.tors. “This, we scnously doubt. i
An employee 'in " the Registrar’s office has i
stated that agencies'not only had access to ﬁlcs
+but were ‘even provided with a specnal room in |
o which to do ‘their “investigating” — a room;
b “which was in use by as many as 30 agents a dw.j
" This is quite 2 commitment by the Univer-]

2% .
i /sity, but the Chancellor’s office (after an earlier "

]
}o statement denying the avallabxhty of records to]
b outside groups) has pleaded ignorance, At this?
¢ point we wonder which is worse with respect:
(1o administrative competence—allowing such '1'
¢ “policy to continue or not knowing about such
; a policy in the first place. -
2> One thing is clear however: No one—-wheth-
... er it be Oakland housewives or federal agents—:
. ‘has any right to research the confidential files}
i of students for other than Umvexsxty matters.’!
We are informed that the policy is now under

AN wu—_)__.- .~'

e~ review by’ thei admissions office;- we stronglyu -

- suggest that the Registrar’s office follow suit.;
'{{ Such a practicg on the part of an academic i ‘“‘I
" stitution is deplorable, and- should.not: be tol«:
erated by students or: admmxstrators s'any longer‘
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